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DETAILED ACTION 

This Office Action is in response to the Application filed October 1 , 2003. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 20, 21, and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 20 recites the limitation "plurality" in Line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For continued examination, the 
examiner will assume that "plurality of main video images" means the "at least one main 
video image" of Claim 16. However, due to the wording of Claim 20 there is still some 
doubt as to the examiner's correct interpretation of the Claim. 

Claim 21 recites the limitation "the single graphic image file" in Lines 2-3. There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For continued 
examination, the examiner will assume that "the single graphic image file" means "at 
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least one graphic image file" of Claim 16. However, due to the wording of Claim 21 
there is still some doubt as to the examiner's correct interpretation of the Claim. 

Claim 21 recites the limitation "same group" in Line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For continued examination, the 
examiner will assume that "same group" means that the "at least one graphic image file 
containing a graphic image" of Claim 16 does not contain all of the graphic images of 
the "at least one graphic image file containing a graphic image" that would be linked to 
the "at least one video image". However, due to the wording of Claim 21 there is still 
some doubt as to the examiner's correct interpretation of the Claim. 

Claim 23 recites the limitation "same group" in Line 4. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For continued examination, the 
examiner will assume that "same group" means a plurality of graphic images will be 
linked to a single frame or group of contiguous frames of a main video image. However, 
due to the wording of Claim 23 there is still some doubt as to the examiner's correct 
interpretation of the Claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 1, 4 - 6, 9, 12 - 14, 16, 19, and 22-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Smith et al., USPAT 7,096,416, hereafter called 
Smith, in view of Fernandez et al., USPAT 4,947,257, hereafter called Fernandez. 

As to Claim 16, Smith teaches a recording medium, comprising: at least one 
main video image (Col. 3, Lines 62 - 67); at least one graphic image file containing a 
graphic image (Col. 3, Lines 62 - 67); and at least one graphic link information file 
containing information to link the graphic images with the main video images for 
presenting each main video image with the graphic images (Col. 5, Lines 27 - 35; Col. 
5, Lines 46 - 52; Fig. 6A; where the examiner is reading a content definition file as a 
graphic link information file), wherein the graphic image file and the graphic link 
information file have been written under a specific directory defined by a file structure of 
the recording medium or under at least one subdirectory created below the specific 
directory (Col. 1 1 . Lines 14-20; where the examiner is reading a CD-ROM as requiring 
a specific directory defined by a file structure of the recording medium). 

Smith does not teach overlaying the images. The examiner notes that overlaying 
is a limitation on file contents that relates to use of a file rather than a recording 
medium. Fernandez teaches a Raster Assembly Processor which will display a 
multimedia application. Fernandez teaches overlaying images (Col 2, Lines 29 - 32; 
Fig. 1 B; Col. 2, Line 57 - Col. 3, Line 3). 
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It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
have incorporated the overlaying of Fernandez into the teaching of Smith because this 
will allow a recording medium to record files that when read, processed, and displayed, 
will produce a display that is easier to view and assimilate than separate viewing 
windows. 

As to Claim 1 , Smith in view of Fernandez teaches all of the limitations of Claim 
16 as shown above. Claim 1 is a method of recording that Smith can perform (Col. 11, 
Lines 14-20) on the recording medium of Claim 16. Therefore Claim 1 is rejected for 
all of the reasons given in Claim 16 above. 

As to Claim 4, Smith in view of Fernandez teaches all of the limitations of Claims 
1 and 16 as shown above. Smith also teaches a piece of said graphic link information 
associates a single graphic image with a plurality of different main video images (Col. 
12, Lines 5- 13). 

As to Claim 5, Smith in view of Fernandez teaches all of the limitations of Claims 
1 and 16 as shown above. Smith also teaches a piece of said graphic link information 
associates a single graphic image with a single main video image (Col. 6, Lines 51 - 53; 
where the examiner is reading any type of static media file as including a graphic image 
file that contains a single graphic image). 

As to Claim 6, Smith in view of Fernandez teaches all of the limitations of Claim 
16 as shown above. Claim 6 is a method claim that Smith can perform (Col. 11, Lines 
14-20) on the recording medium of Claim 16. Therefore Claim 6 is rejected for all of 
the reasons given in Claim 16 above. 
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As to Claim 19, Smith in view of Fernandez teaches all of the limitations of Claim 
16 as shown above. Smith also teaches the single graphic image file contains the 
single graphic image (Col. 6, Lines 51 - 53; where the examiner is reading any type of 
static media file as including a graphic image file that contains a single graphic image). 

As to Claim 9, Claim 9 is a method claim that Smith can perform (Col. 11, Lines 
14-20) on the recording medium of Claim 19. Therefore Claim 9 is rejected for all of 
the reasons given in Claim 19 and Claim 6 above. 

As to Claim 22, Smith in view of Fernandez teaches all of the limitations of Claim 
16 as shown above. Smith also teaches the single graphic link information file has been 
constituted by information to link all of the graphic images to corresponding main video 
images, respectively (Col. 5, Lines 46 - 52; Fig. 6A). 

As to Claim 12, Claim 12 is a method of recording that Smith can perform (Col. 
1 1 , Lines 14-20) on the recording medium of Claim 22. Therefore Claim 12 is rejected 
for all of the reasons given in Claim 22 and Claim 6 above. 

As to Claim 13, Claim 13 is a method of recording that Smith can perform (Col. 
1 1 , Lines 14-20) on the recording medium of Claim 22. Therefore Claim 13 is rejected 
for all of the reasons given in Claim 22 and Claim 6 above. 

As to Claim 23, Smith in view of Fernandez teaches all of the limitations of Claim 
16 as shown above. Smith also teaches the single graphic link information file has been 
constituted by information to link a plurality of the graphic images to corresponding main 
video images (Col. 8, Lines 29 - 30). Smith does not teach having more than one 
graphic image file linked to a main video image (where the examiner, as stated in the 35 
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USC § 1 12 rejection of Claim 23 above, is interpreting "same group" as meaning a 
plurality of graphic images will be linked to a single frame or group of contiguous frames 
of a main video image). 

Fernandez teaches a plurality of graphic images pertaining to the same group to 
corresponding main video images based on the interpretation of "same group" as stated 
above (Col. 2, Lines 29 - 32). 

Therefore it would be obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention 
to have incorporated the further teachings of Fernandez into the further teachings of 
Smith in view of Fernandez to provide more information to the viewer at one time. 

As to Claim 14, Claim 14 is a method of recording that Smith can perform (Col. 
1 1 , Lines 14-20) on the recording medium of Claim 23. Therefore Claim 14 is rejected 
for all of the reasons given in Claim 23 and Claim 6 above. 

Claims 10, 11, 20, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Smith et al., USPAT 7,096,416, hereafter called Smith, in view 
of Fernandez et al., USPAT 4,947,257, hereafter called Fernandez, and further in 
view of Parasnis et al., USPAT 6,728,753, hereafter called Parasnis. 

As to Claim 20, Smith in view of Fernandez teaches all of the limitations of Claim 
16 as shown above. Parasnis teaches Presentation Broadcasting, a system and 
method for broadcasting a presentation where presentation slides are displayed in 
synchrony with the live presentation. Parasnis also teaches the single graphic image 
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file contains all of the graphic images to constitute the "at least one main video image" 
(Quotes indicating an interpretation* by the examiner; Col. 3, Lines 60 - 67; Col. 4, Lines 
20 - 21 ; where the examiner is reading one or more HTML files as including a single 
graphic image file containing all of the graphic images). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
have incorporated the presentation slide file of Parasnis into the teaching of Smith in 
view of Fernandez because this will allow a recording medium to record graphic image 
files that accommodate the presentation concepts of the author. 

As to Claim 10, Claim 10 is a method that Smith can perform (Col. 1 1 , Lines 14 - 
20) on the recording medium of Claim 20. Therefore Claim 10 is rejected for all of the 
reasons given in Claim 20 and Claim 6 above. 

As to Claim 1 1 , Claim 1 1 is a method that Smith can perform (Col. 1 1 , Lines 14 - 
20) on the recording medium of Claim 20. Therefore Claim 10 is rejected for all of the 
reasons given in Claim 20 and Claim 6 above. 

As to Claim 21 , Smith in view of Fernandez teaches all of the limitations of Claim 
16 as shown above. Parasnis also teaches the single graphic image file contains some 
of the graphic images "to link to the a least one main video image" (Quotes indicating an 
interpretation by the examiner; Col. 3, Lines 60 - 67; Col. 4, Lines 20 - 21 ; where the 
examiner is reading one or more HTML files as including a single graphic image file 
contains some of the graphic images). 
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Claims 2, 3, 8, 15, 18, and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Smith et al., USPAT 7,096,416, hereafter called Smith, in view 
of Fernandez, USPAT 4,947,257, hereafter called Fernandez and further in view of 
Ohmori, USPAT 5,687,397, hereafter called Ohmori. 

As to Claim 2, Smith in view of Fernandez teaches all of the limitations of Claims 
1 and 16 as shown above. The limitations of Claim 2, said plurality of graphic images 
and graphic link information are grouped based on said main video image, is read by 
the examiner to mean they are stored in a subdirectory. It is well known in the art to use 
directories and subdirectories for the management of files. Ohmori teaches a System 
for Expansion of Data Storage Medium to Store User Data in which he uses a 
conventional MO disc for a recording. Ohmori teaches the use of a root directory and a 
child directory (Col. 1 , Lines 47 - 60). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
have incorporated the directory structure of Ohmori into the recording medium of Smith 
in view of Fernandez to have a recording medium wherein the specific directory is a 
child directory of a root one because it is easier to manage files when they are saved in 
controlled locations. 

As to Claim 3, Smith in view of Fernandez teaches all of the limitations of Claims 
1 and 16 as shown above. The limitations of Claim 3, said plurality of graphic images 
and graphic link information are grouped based on a title or a playlist of the recording 
medium, is read by the examiner to mean they are stored in a subdirectory. It is well 
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known in the art to use directories and subdirectories for the management of files. 
Ohmori teaches a System for Expansion of Data Storage Medium to Store User Data in 
which he uses a conventional MO disc for a recording. Ohmori teaches the use of a 
root directory and a child directory (Col. 1 , Lines 47 - 60). 

As to Claim 18, Smith in view of Fernandez teaches all of the limitations of Claim 
16 as shown above. Further, it is well known in the art to use directories and 
subdirectories for the management of files. Ohmori teaches a System for Expansion of 
Data Storage Medium to Store User Data in which he uses a conventional MO disc for a 
recording medium. Ohmori teaches the use of a root directory and a child directory 
(Col. 1, Lines 47-60). 

As to Claim 8, Claim 8 is a method claim that Smith can perform (Col. 1 1 , Lines 
14-20) on the recording medium of Claim 18. Therefore Claim 8 is rejected for all of 
the reasons given in Claim 18 and Claim 6 above. 

As to Claim 24, Smith in view of Fernandez teaches all of the limitations of Claim 
16 as shown above. The limitations of Claim 24, the graphic images have been 
grouped based on a title or a playlist which they pertain to, is read by the examiner to 
mean they are stored in a subdirectory. As stated above, it is well known in the art to 
use directories and subdirectories for the management of files. 

As to Claim15, Claim 15 is a method that Smith can perform (Col. 11, Lines 14 - 
20) on the recording medium of Claim 24. Therefore, Claim 15 is rejected for all of the 
reasons given for Claim 24 and Claim 6 above. 
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Claims 7 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Smith et al., USPAT 7,096,416, hereafter called Smith, in view of Fernandez et 
al., USPAT 4,947,257, hereafter called Fernandez, and further in view of Ohmori, 
USPAT 5,687,397, hereafter called Ohmori, and Russ, USPAT 5,446,857, hereafter 
called Russ. 

As to Claim 17, Smith in view of Fernandez teaches all of the limitations of Claim 
16 as shown above. Further, it is well known in the art to use directories and 
subdirectories for the management of files. Ohmori teaches a System for Expansion of 
Data Storage Medium to Store User Data in which he uses a conventional MO disc for a 
recording medium. Ohmori teaches the use of a root directory and a child directory 
(Col. 1, Lines 47 -60). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
have incorporated the directory structure of Ohmori into the recording medium of Smith 
in view of Fernandez to have a recording medium wherein the specific directory is a 
child directory of a root one because it is easier to manage files when they are saved in 
controlled locations. 

Further as to Claim 17, it is also well known in the art to use a read-only 
directory. Russ teaches a Method and Apparatus for Writing Files on Nonerasable 
Storage Medium where he uses a recording medium to create an ISO 9660 disc. Russ 
teaches a read-only directory (Col. 7, Lines 53 - 55). 
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It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
have incorporated the read-only directory of Russ into the recording medium of Smith in 
view of Fernandez and further in view of Ohmori to have a recording medium where the 
specific directory has a name indicative of 'read-only' because read-only protects files 
from being overwritten in subsequent operations. 

As to Claim 7, Claim 7 is a method claim that Smith can perform (Col. 1 1 , Lines 
14-20) on the recording medium of Claim 17 above. Therefore Claim 7 is rejected for 
all of the reasons given in Claim 17 and Claim 6 above. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Johnny R. Hopkins whose telephone number is (571) 
270-1552. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th (6:45 AM - 5:15 PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Amare Mengistu can be reached on (571) 272-7674. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




